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MONDAY, DECEMBER 17, 2001

(no m nute approved orders)

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 18, 2001

H021504 PECPLE v. ROSSMAN
The judgnent is reversed. The matter is remanded for a new
trial limted to counts 1 through 7. (not published)
(Elia, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J., Mhara, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2001

H021653 GOUSKCS, et al. v. APTOS VI LLAGE GARAGE, et al.
The judgnent is affirmed. (published)

(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Elia, J., Mhara, J.)

Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2001

H021340 DKB HOVES v. CITY OF SAN JCSE
By the Court*:
Appel lant's petition for rehearing is deni ed.
Fil ed: Decenber 18, 2001
*Before Prenmo, Acting P.J., Elia, J., and M hara, J.

H023063 DFCS v. JANE M
The order is affirmed. (not published)
(Winderlich, J.; W concur: Bamattre-Manouki an, Acting P.J.,
O Farrell, J.%)
Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2001
*Judge of the Monterey Superior Court sitting under assignment by
t he Chairperson of the Judicial Council.

H021916 SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY v. CGRAGG et al.
The appeal is dism ssed. (not published)

(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Elia, J., Mhara, J.)

Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2001
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Tuesday, Decenber 18, 2001 (conti nued)

H021970 AINOM v. SERRA RESI DENTI AL CENTER, | NC,

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Elia, J., Mhara, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2001

H022799 CAMUFFO v. LECOMIE, as Trustee, etc., et al.

The court’s order is affirnmed. (not published)
(Prenpb, Acting P.J.; W concur: Elia, J., Mhara, J.)
Fil ed Decenber 18, 2001

VWEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 19, 2001

H020838 PEOPLE v. ROGGE

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Elia, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J., Mhara, J.)
Fil ed Decenber 19, 2001

H023115 PECPLE v. PLUMB

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur Elia, J., Mhara, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 19, 2001

H020953 LIN v. LEE

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenpo, J.; We concur: Elia, J., Bamattre-Manouki an, Acting P.J.)
Fil ed Decenber 19, 2001

H021683 PECPLE v. ELIAS

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Elia, J., Mhara, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 19, 2001
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Wednesday, Decenber 19, 2001 (conti nued)

HO22106 PEOPLE v. INGWAR C., a M nor

The judgnent is reversed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Elia, J., Mhara, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 19, 2001

H021373 PEOPLE v. SHARNAK

The judgnent is nodified to reduce the section 1202. 4,
subdi vision (b) restitution fine to $200. As so nodified, the
judgment is affirmed. (not published)
(Elta, J.; We concur: Preno, Acting P.J., Mhara, J.)
Fil ed Decenber 19, 2001

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 20, 2001

H021290 PEOPLE v. LAZAREVI CH

The order setting aside the information is reversed as to
the period of tinme between January 15, 1992 and June 7, 1995.
(not published)
(O Farrell, J.*; W concur: Bamattre-Manouki an, Acting P.J.
Winderlich, J.)
Fi | ed Decenber 20, 2001
*Judge of the Monterey Superior Court assigned by the Chief
Justice pursuant to Article VI, Section 6 of the California
Constitution.

H020929 PECPLE v. SALAZAR

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Elia, J., Mhara, J.)
Fi | ed Decenber 20, 2001
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FRI DAY, DECEMBER 21, 2001

H022492 MJURPHY v. MJRPHY

The order is nodified to direct quasi-specific perfornmance
of the decedent's agreenent and inpose a constructive trust on
the property in favor of Thomas D. Murphy and the heirs of
Timothy Malley. The parties shall bear their own costs on
appeal . (not published)
(Elta, J.; We concur: Preno, Acting P.J., Mhara, J.)
Fil ed Decenber 21, 2001

H022169 PECPLE v. DECK

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; | concur: Winderlich, J.;
Di ssenting opinion by O Farrell, J.*)
Fil ed Decenber 21, 2001
*Judge of the Monterey Superior Court assigned by the Chief
Justice pursuant to Article VI, Section 6 of the California
Constitution.

H023085 DFCS v. D. W

The order termnating parental rights is affirnmed. (not
publ i shed)
Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; W concur: Wnderlich, J.,
O Farrell, J.%)
Fi |l ed Decenber 21, 2001
*Judge of the Monterey Superior Court assigned by the Chief
Justice pursuant to Article VI, Section 6 of the California
Consti tution.
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Fri day, Decenber 21, 2001 (conti nued)

HO020036 DE ANZA SANTA CRUZ MOBI LE ESTATES HOVEOMNNERS ASSCOCI ATl ON
v. DE ANZA SANTA CRUZ MOBI LE ESTATES, et al.

The judgnent awarding punitive damages is reversed and the
post -j udgnent order awarding attorney’s fees is reversed. Based
on the established fact that De Anza/ MHC violated G vil Code
section 798. 14 of the Mobil ehone Residency Law, on remand the
Associ ati on may seek statutory penalties in the court’s
di scretion under Cvil Code section 798.86 and may al so seek
attorney’s fees and costs under section 798.85. The Associ ation
may also retry its tort clains and seek punitive damages based on
tort liability. However, the Association may not recover both
statutory penalties and punitive damages. The parties are to
bear their own costs on appeal .

(publ i shed)

(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; W concur: Wnderlich, J.,
O Farrell, J.%)

Fi |l ed Decenber 21, 2001

*Judge of the Monterey Superior Court assigned by the Chief
Justice pursuant to Article VI, Section 6 of the California
Constitution.

H021621 PECPLE v. ZICHWC

The judgnent is affirmed. (published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; | concur: Winderlich, J.;
Concurring and dissenting opinion by O Farrell, J.*)
Fil ed Decenber 21, 2001
*Judge of the Monterey Superior Court assigned by the Chief
Justice pursuant to Article VI, Section 6 of the California
Constitution.
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Fri day, Decenber 21, 2001 (conti nued)

H021112 PECPLE v. DURAN

The judgnent is reversed and the case is remanded to the
trial court. There is insufficient evidence to sustain the
section 11379. 8 enhancenent on count 1. Unless the prosecutor
elects to retry this allegation, the trial court shall resentence
t he defendant and shall decide whether to inpose the previously
stayed enhancenent on count 2 (8 11379.6, manufacturing
nmet hanphet am ne). (published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; W concur: Wnderlich, J.,
M hara, J.)
Fil ed Decenber 21, 2001

HO020950 PEOPLE v. DANG

The judgnent is affirnmed. (not published)
(Winderlich, J.; W concur: Bamattre-Manouki an, Acting P.J.,
O Farrell, J.%)
Fi |l ed Decenber 21, 2001
*Judge of the Monterey Superior Court assigned by the Chief
Justice pursuant to Article VI, Section 6 of the California
Constitution.
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Fri day, Decenber 21, 2001 (conti nued)

H022919 THE PEOPLE v. SUPERI OR COURT OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY; CHEEK
H022885 THE PEOPLE v. SUPERI OR COURT OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY; GRANT

I n People v. Superior Court (Cheek), H022919: Let a
perenptory wit of mandate issue commandi ng the superior court to
vacate its order denying the People’s notion for order quashing
notice of deposition, and to reconsider its ruling in accordance
with those provisions of the Cvil D scovery Act of 1986 (Code
Cv. Proc., 8 2016 et seq.) which authorize a trial court to
exercise its discretion to manage civil discovery. The tenporary
stay order is vacated.

I n People v. Superior Court (Grant), H022885: Let a
perenptory wit of mandate issue commandi ng the superior court to
vacate its order denying the People’s notion for order quashing
notice of deposition, and to reconsider its ruling in accordance
with those provisions of the Cvil D scovery Act of 1986 (Code
Cv. Proc., 8 2016 et seq.) which authorize a trial court to
exercise its discretion to manage civil discovery. The tenporary
stay order is vacated. (published)

(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; W concur: Wnderlich, J.,
O Farrell, J.%)

Fi |l ed Decenber 21, 2001

*Judge of the Monterey Superior Court assigned by the Chief
Justice pursuant to Article VI, Section 6 of the California
Consti tution.
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H022416 GUARDI AN NORTH BAY I NC. v. SUPERI OR
H022417 GUARDI AN NORTH BAY I NC. v. SUPERI OR
H022418 GUARDI AN NORTH BAY I NC. v. SUPERI OR

In Guardian North Bay, Inc. v. Superior

H0022416: The petition for wit of mandate,
appropriate relief is denied. The tenporary
vacated. Costs are awarded to real party in

In Guardian North Bay, Inc. v. Superior

H0022417: The petition for wit of mandate,

appropriate relief is denied. The tenporary
vacated. Costs are awarded to real party in
In Guardian North Bay, Inc. v. Superior

al .), H0022418:

ot her appropriate relief is denied.

O The State O California
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The petition for wit of mandate,
The tenporary stay order
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COURT; MYERS

COURT; SPENCER
COURT; CASE, et al.
Court (Myers),

prohi bition or other
stay order is

i nterest.

Court (Spencer),
prohi bition or other

stay order is

i nterest.

Court (Case, et
prohi bition or

is

vacated. Costs are awarded to real party in interest.
(Publ i shed)
(Elta, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J., Mhara, J.)

Fil ed Decenber 21, 2001
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